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would be wrong and inexpedient for any Minister to ex-
ercise the right, unless in a case of great necessity, I think
every Minister must have the power of advising the Queen
to remove a Lady of her Court, in the same way as he is
admitted to have that of removing a man.  Notwithstanding
the transaction of 1812, and Lord Moira's protection of
George IV. in the retention of his household, it is now per-
fectly established in practice that the fioyal Household is at
the discretion of the Minister, and it must be so because he
is responsible for the appointments; in like manner he is
responsible for every appointment which the Sovereign may
make; and should any of the Ladies conduct herself in such
a manner as to lead the public to expect or require her dis-
missal, and the Queen were to refuse to dismiss her, the
Minister must be responsible for her remaining about the
Eoyal person.
The pretension of the Queen was not merely personal,
pro Me vice, and one of arrangement, but it went to the
establishment of a principle unlimited in its application, for
she declared that she had felt bound to make her stand where
she did, in order once for all to resist the encroachments
which she anticipated, and which would lead, she supposed,
at last to their insisting on taking the Baroness Lehzen her-
self from her.   In a constitutional point of view, the case
appears to me to be much stronger than in that of a Queea
Consort, for the Minister has nothing to do with a Queen Con-
sort ; he is not responsible for her appointments, nor for the
conduct of her officers, and she is a feme sole possessed of
independent rights which she may exercise according to her
own pleasure, provided only that she does not transgress the
law.   It was a great stretch of authority when Lord Grey
insisted on. the dismissal of Lord Howe, Queen Adelaide's
Chamberlain; but he did so upon an extraordinary occasion,
and when circumstances rendered it, as he thought, abso-
lutely necessary that he should make a public demonstration
of his influence in a Court notoriously disaffected to the
Reform Bill.
The origin of the present mischief may be found in the